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This action is responsive to the amendment and remarks file on 8/29/07. 
Claims 1-1 1 are presented for further examination. 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-11 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 7, 10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Derango et al hereinafter Derango (US 7,120,147) in view of Parmar et 
al hereinafter Parmar (US 2003/002371 1). 

1. Referring to Claim 1, Derango disclosed a resource management system, 
comprising: a plurality of electronic equipments classified into groups according to 
capacity thereof (classified/categorized into zones, refer to Col 3, Lines 50-60); a 
plurality of lower layer transmission devices with ports where said plurality of electronic 
equipments are operable to be connected (refer to hosts comprising ports in order to 
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connect with router, refer to Col 3, Lines 60-67); an upper transmission device (router) 
operable to connect said plurality of lower layer transmission devices (base sites) in 
subordinates and to relay information among said plurality of electronic equipments 
being connected to said plurality of lower layer transmission devices (router relay 
information to hosts, refer to Col 4, Lines 25-27); and a resource management server 
operable to manage resources to be used for transmitting information between said upper 
transmission device and said plurality of lower layer transmission devices (refer to Col 4, 
Lines 20-37); wherein said resource management server is operable to manage 
information of groups of all said electronic equipments connected to said plurality of 
lower layer transmission devices (Col 3, Lines 65-67 and Col 5, Lines 1-2, and Lines 20- 
25); wherein, when said plurality of electronic equipments are newly connected to said 
plurality of lower layer transmission devices, each respective electronic equipment is 
operable to send, to said resource management server, a notice of resource reservation 
request (RSVP) and group information of the respective electronic equipment (refer to 
Col 4, Lines 54-63); and wherein, when said resource management server receives the 
notice, said resource management server is operable to set up a path in a network 
connecting the newly connected electronic equipments and other electronic equipments 
belonging to the same group that the notice indicates, and said resource management 
server is operable to judge if the resource reservation request according to the notice is 
acceptable on the path set up in the network (RSVP providing set up the path in a 
network connecting the newly connected electronic equipments, Col 5, Lines 30-40, and 
Lines 40-45). 

Although Derango disclosed the invention substantially as claimed, 
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Derango is silent regarding the electronic equipments are home electronic appliances. 
Parmar, in an analogous art disclosed the electronic equipments are home electronic 
appliances (refer to 0014). 

Hence, providing features disclosed by Parmar, would be obvious for a user to implement 
the features in order to create, manage and deploy policies to devices. Therefore, at the 
time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the system of Derango by including the features disclose by Parmar. 
Although Derango disclosed the invention substantially as claimed, 
Derango is silent regarding the network connectable home electronic appliances 
classified into home electronic appliance groups according to appliance capability. 
Parmar, in an analogous art disclosed the network connectable home electronic 
appliances classified into home electronic appliance groups according to appliance 
capability (refer to 0014). 

Hence, providing features disclosed by Parmar, would be desirable for a user to 
implement in order to create, manage and deploy policies to devices. Therefore, at the 
time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the system of Derango by including the features discloses by Parmar. 

2. Referring to Claim 2, Derango, disclosed a resource management system 
according to claim 1, wherein said resource management server is operable to update 
reservation status of the resources when the resource reservation request according to the 
notice is acceptable on the path set up in the" network, and operable to make at least a 
resource reservation for the respective electronic equipment (refer to the router receive 
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the request, and act upon the request which is update the status of reservation, Col 5, 
Lines 5-20, further, RSVP protocol provides confirmation/information to the server 
whether or not the request is being accepted). 



3. Referring to Claim 10, Derango disclosed wherein the new resource reservation 
request is made as directed by a user input (refer to Col 10, Lines 15-20): 

4. Referring to Claim 11, Derango disclosed, wherein, when a resource reservation 
request is not actually practiced although reservation thereof is made, the resource 
reservation request is diverted to other service (refer to Col 10, Lines 15-20). 

5. Referring to Claim 7, Derango disclosed a resource management resource 
management system according to claim 1, wherein, when a resource reservation request 
is rejected, said resource management server is operable to cancel the present reservation 
status and to make a new resource reservation request (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-20). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Derango 
et al hereinafter Derango (US 7,120,147) in view of Parmar et al hereinafter Parmar (US 
2003/002371 1) in further view of Vaid et al hereinafter Vaid (US 6,502,101) 

7. Referring to Claims 3 and 4, although Derango disclosed the invention 
substantially as claimed, Derango is silence regarding wherein said resource management 
server is operable to generate picture information displaying whether the resource 
reservation request is acceptable or not. 

Vaid, in an analogous art disclosed whether said resource management server is operable 
to generate picture information displaying whenever events occur in the system (refer to 
Col 27, Lines 40-55). 

Hence, providing said resource management server is operable to generate picture 
information displaying whenever events occur in the system disclosed by Vaid, would be 
desired for user to provide the picture information as a form of notification to information 
any event occurred in the network. 

Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to have modified the system of Derango by including the features which 
event notification via picutre/gui to provide clear picture of what is going on in the 
system. 

Claims 6, 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Derango et al hereinafter Derango (US 7,120,147) in view of Parmar et al hereinafter 
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Parmar (US 2003/002371 1) in further view Chawla et al hereinafter Chawla (US 
6,876,668) 

8. Referring to Claims 6, 8 and 9, Derango disclosed a resource management system 
according to claim 7. although Derango and Parmar disclosed the invention substantially 
as claimed, Derango and Parmar are silence regard wherein the new resource reservation 
request is made in order of demand for higher/low grade resources. 
Chawla, in an analogous art disclosed wherein the new resource reservation request is 
made in order of demand for higher/low grade resources (increase/decrease bandwidth 
refer to Col 4, Lines 1-20). 

Hence, providing wherein the new resource reservation request is made in order of 
demand for higher/low grade resources disclosed by Chawla, would be desired for user to 
include in the system in order to provide negotiation for RSVP to allocated proper 
bandwidth to the desired devices. 

Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the system of Derango and Parmar by including the features 
provides flexibility in the system. 

Claims 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Derango et al 
hereinafter Derango (US 7,120,147) in view of Parmar et al hereinafter Parmar (US 
2003/002371 1) in further view of Vaid et al hereinafter Vaid (US 6,502,101) and Chawla 
et al hereinafter Chawla (US 6,876,668) 
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9. Referring to Claim 5, although Derango and Parmar disclosed the invention 
substantially as claimed, Derango and Parmar are silent regard wherein, when a resource 
reservation request is rejected, said resource management server is operable to search an 
alternative port through which the resource reservation request is acceptable and to 
generate picture information displaying a location of the searched alternative port. 
Vaid, in an analogous art disclosed whether said resource management server is operable 
to generate picture information when event occurs (refer to Col 27, Lines 40-55). 
Hence, providing said resource management server is operable to generate picture 
information displaying when event occurs by Vaid, would be desired for user to provide 
the picture information as a form of notification to information any event occurred in the 
network. 

Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to have modified the systems of Derango and Parmar by including the 
features which event notification via picutre/gui to provide clear picture of what is going 
on in the system. 

However, Derango, Parmar and Vaid are silent in regarding the server is operable to 
search the alternative port. 

Chawla, in an analogous art disclosed RSVP negotiation (Col 4, Lines 1-20), which 
provides method to determine alternative to make the RSVP. 

Hence, providing RSVP negotiation which provides method to determine alternative to 
make the RSVP disclosed by Chawla, would be desired for user to include in the system 
in order to provide negotiation for RSVP to allocated proper bandwidth to the desired 
devices. 
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Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the system of Derango, Parmar and Vaid by including the 
features which provides flexibility in the system. 



Conclusion 

Examiner's Notes: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as 
well It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully 
consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by 
the Examiner. In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Karen C. Tang whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3116. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7-3. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571)272-3964. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




